I. Introduction
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Kosovo, 16 Gibraltar, 17 Catalonia, 18 Crimea, 19 and Somaliland 20 in recent years. Some of these movements, such as the movements in South Sudan, 21 Timor-Leste, 22 and Montenegro, 23 have resulted in the formation of sovereign nations which have received recognition as member states of the United Nations. 24 In recent years, a more visible movement for self-determination in Balochistan has emerged. Balochistan, Pakistan's largest province in terms of geographic size, 25 is rich in natural resources such as gold, copper, coal, chromite, and natural gas. 26 Between 1948 and 1977, four different conflicts for Baloch independence were fought. 27 Since the mid-2000s, an intermittent conflict between Baloch separatist groups and Pakistan has remained prevalent in Balochistan. 28 Reportedly, a growing list of human rights abuses have occurred in Balochistan, including the killings of teachers, journalists, and activists, as well as kidnappings and forced disappearances. 29 This Article examines the question of self-determination for 21 27 See Balochistan Insurgency, GLOBALSECURITY.ORG (Sept. 7, 2018), https://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/war/pakistan1.htm [https://perma.cc/6Y4K-NLW7]. 28 See Nauman, supra note 25. 29 Balochistan. 30 Part I briefly mentions several significant sources of international law that have enshrined self-determination as a fundamental principle of international law. Part II discusses the history of Balochistan, its relationship with Pakistan, and human rights concerns in the region. Part III analyzes the movement for self-determination in Balochistan and considers the possibility of a progressive and conservative coalition to work together toward selfdetermination for Balochistan. Finally, the Article concludes that the current situation in Balochistan offers an opportunity for both progressives and conservatives within the United States to work together to discuss the possibility of self-determination for Balochistan.
II. Self-Determination in International Law
Self-determination in international law was first embraced as a "principle" of international law 31 in Article 1(2) of the United Nations Charter, which recognizes the "self-determination of peoples." 32 Subsequent key international documents have enshrined this principle. The United Nations General Assembly also strongly endorsed self-determination in a 1970 resolution where it stated that the "principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples constitutes a significant contribution to contemporary international law, and that its effective application is of paramount importance for the promotion of friendly relations among States, based on respect for the principle of sovereign equality." 33 This resolution additionally requires states to refrain from any "forcible action" which interferes with the right of self-determination and also provides that "subjection of peoples to alien subjugation, domination and exploitation constitutes a violation" of the principle of self-determination. 34 Other international instruments have similarly affirmed the right to self-determination. Economic, Social and Cultural Rights provides that all peoples have the right to "freely determine their political status," as well as to "freely pursue their economic, social and cultural development." 35 As international law has developed, the right of selfdetermination has become fully recognized in two types of cases: the first type of case is where a colonial peoples seeks the right to self-determination, and the other is in cases of foreign occupation or subjugation. 36 The case of secession, which encompasses the aims of most self-determination movements today, is unsettled in international law. 37 Both the Supreme Court of Canada and the International Court of Justice ("ICJ") have examined the question of secession under international legal principles. In 1998, the Supreme Court of Canada addressed the question of whether the government of Quebec could secede from Canada unilaterally under principles of international law in the Quebec Case. 38 While the Supreme Court of Canada answered the question in the negative, 39 it addressed the definition of "peoples" for purposes of self-determination 40 and mentioned another instance where secession would be permissible under international law. 41 The Supreme Court of Canada noted that, while the precise definition of "people" is uncertain, 42 the sharing of a common language and culture would be characteristics considered in determining whether a group was a "people." 43 Finally, the Supreme Court of Canada also remarked that in cases where a people is denied their right to internal self-determination, the people is entitled to secession as a "last resort." 44 In essence, this would take place in cases where a people "is denied meaningful access to 35 309-11 (2015) . 37 Id. at 309-13. 38 See Reference re Secession of Quebec, 37 I.L.M. at 1342. 39 Id. at 1376. 40 Id. at 1370-71. 41 Id. at 1373. 42 Id. at 1370. 43 Id. at 1371. 44 See Reference re Secession of Quebec, 37 I.L.M. at 1372-73. government to pursue their political, economic, social and cultural development." 45 On February 17, 2008, Kosovo unilaterally declared its independence from Serbia. 46 In 2010, in an advisory opinion, the ICJ decided that Kosovo's unilateral declaration of independence from Serbia did not violate international law because "general international law contains no applicable prohibition of declarations of independence." 47 However, the ICJ did not address the question of whether international law afforded Kosovo a positive right to declare independence. 48 Thus, the ICJ avoided further addressing the larger question in international law as to when a people may have a general right to declare independence. 49 Two commentators, Roland Tricot and Barrie Sander, have observed that the message of the ICJ in the Kosovo Advisory Opinion was that disputes over declarations of independence "should be left to the international community to decide through political fora." 50 While the precise limitations of self-determination are unsettled in international law, it is clear that another fundamental principle of international law is respect for the territorial integrity of a state. 51 The principle of territorial integrity appears prominently in Article 2(4) of the United Nations Charter, as the Charter calls for all member states to "refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state[.]" 52 Both the principle of selfdetermination and respect for the territorial integrity of states must be balanced in international law. 53 The case of self-determination for Balochistan is one such issue that must be balanced between both principles.
III. Balochistan

A. A Brief History of Balochistan
Today, Balochistan is Pakistan's largest geographical province. 54 Two academic commentators have noted that the Baloch have historically been comprised of a number of ethnic groups, including peoples of African origin, Arabs, Persians, Turks, Kurds, Dravidians, and Sewais (Hindu). 55 Culturally, the Baloch people are generally regarded as more secular and moderate. 56 The majority of the population speaks Balochi, although a significant number of individuals in Balochistan speak Pashto. 57 The population of Balochistan is primarily rural 58 and approximately two-thirds of the 12 million people 59 live outside of urban areas. 60 From 1839 
B. Relationship between Balochistan and Pakistan
Balochistan is regarded as the most impoverished province in Pakistan. 72 According to a 2016 report on multidimensional poverty Baluchistan wasformally or informallyunder the British Empire, whose interest was essentially in securing and protecting its North-West Frontier Province from both Afghanistan and Iran. At a particular stage in this endeavor the British negotiated formal international borders through the territories of Baluch tribes with both Iran and Afghanistan, roughly according to the effective sphere of influence of the khan of Kalat, but with some attention to the interests of local leaders.").
in Pakistan, approximately 71 percent of the population of Balochistan were living in multidimensional poverty. 73 The current literacy rate in Balochistan is 41 percent. 74 Despite widespread poverty in Balochistan, Balochistan contains an abundance of natural resources such as gold, coal, copper, and uranium, 75 as well as a large supply of natural gas. 76 However, a significant number of districts in the Balochistan province lack access to natural gas. 77 In recent years, Balochistan's major port, Gwadar, has been developed with substantial Chinese investment to become a major center of trade along the Strait of Hormuz. 78 The China-Pakistan Economic Corridor ("CPEC"), an approximately $62 billion alliance between Pakistan and China, has greatly increased China's influence in Balochistan. 79 Pakistan has aggressively opposed and suppressed efforts for Baloch self-determination. Additionally, Pakistan has allegedly supported targeted assassinations and kidnappings in the current conflict. 80 During the ongoing conflict with Baloch nationalists, Rohrabacher of Cal.). 73 Pakistan has gone so far as to reportedly back religious militants who are fighting the Baloch. 81 This appears to be part of a general strategy, as one commentator notes, of an "Islamization" of the province. 82 Pakistan has also suppressed Baloch cultural identityfor example, the Balochi language is not taught in local schools in Balochistan. 83 These efforts, and the growing influence of China in Balochistan, are viewed by some as a conscious effort of Pakistan to convert the Baloch into a minority in Balochistan. 84
C. Human Rights Concerns in Balochistan
The violence in Balochistan has also been acknowledged by the United States Department of State, which urges United States citizens to refrain from travel to Balochistan, citing violence resulting from the separatist movement and terrorism. 85 Professor movement, despite conducting targeted assassination campaigns and kidnappings."). 81 See James M. Dorsey, The US-Saudi Plot for Iran that Spells Trouble for China's new Silk Road, SOUTH CHINA MORNING POST (May 27, 2017, 4:00 PM), https://www.scmp.com/week-asia/geopolitics/article/2095734/us-saudi-plot-iran-spellstrouble-chinas-new-silk-road [https://perma.cc/43UH-VPXB] ("Balochistan has long been troubled by a low level nationalist insurgency. To counter this, Pakistan has backed religious militants."). 82 See GRARE, supra note 80, at 4 ("It was the state's repressive response that radicalized most elements of the 'nationalist' movement . . . . The Pakistani security establishment . . . has been unable to impose its writ on the province, much less propose viable alternative structures. Meanwhile, the security establishment has exacerbated ethnic tensions . . . . [A]nd allegedly, the security establishment has lost control of its radical proxy groups. The attempted Islamization of the province has led to less, not greater, control for the central government, and a hotbed of extremism is developing in a part of the population where it was previously unknown."). 83 Christine Fair of Georgetown University has testified that the human rights record in Balochistan is "appalling." 86 Acts of terror continue to occur in Balochistan, and political activists, journalists, and teachers are often targets of violence. 87 Since the beginning of the most recent conflict -since around 2004 -human rights organizations have reported numerous instances of torture, excessive use of force, disappearances, and displacement of civilians. 88 92 The Balochistan Liberation Army has reportedly "undermined the hold of the traditional tribal chiefs over the Baloch society" (who have also generally supported Baloch independence) and the organization has been banned in government offices, and security forces destabilize the province, including all major cities."). 86 Id. at 10 (testimony of statement of Assistant Professor Christine Fair, PhD., Georgetown University). 87 Pakistan since 2006. 93 Widespread extrajudicial killings are also prevalent in Balochistan. Security forces have targeted political activists and suspected Baloch separatists. 94 Between 2011 and 2016, approximately 1,000 extrajudicial killings occurred. 95 These incidents are often "kill and dump" actions, where security forces abduct and kill an individual, and then abandon the body. 96 The presence of widespread human rights abuses throughout Balochistan, and the potential of Baloch independence to ameliorate them, is one of the arguments commonly cited by proponents of self-determination for Balochistan.
IV. The Movement Toward Self-Determination for Balochistan
A. Baloch Nationalist Movement
The The Baloch national movement today is not fully united. 100 There are both political movements and militant groups within the movement. 101 A cause of more recent division in the movement is the response to the Pakistani government's 2009 reforms for Balochistan, Aghaz-e-Haqooq-e-Balochistan ("Beginning of Rights in Balochistan"). 102 These reforms delegate more authority to Balochistan's provincial government, require the Pakistani government to obtain provincial consent for major projects, and call for "increasing Baloch employment in the civil service, giving provincial and local government authorities a greater share of resource industry revenues, and compensating communities displaced by violence." 103 These reforms have been appealing to the more moderate Baloch. 104 Today, there is a continuing division within the Baloch people: those who seek a system in which the Baloch people have greater autonomy within the existing state of Pakistan and those who support outright independence. 105
B. The Efforts of Peter Tatchell
The cause of self-determination for Balochistan has been buoyed in the international arena by the advocacy of human rights nationalists."). 101 Id. 102 See "We Can Torture, Kill, or Keep You for Years" -Enforced Disappearances by Pakistan Security Forces in Balochistan, HUM. RTS. WATCH (July 28, 2011), https://www.hrw.org/report/2011/07/28/we-can-torture-kill-or-keep-you-years/enforceddisappearances-pakistan-security [https://perma.cc/XBG2-235F] ("These reforms notwithstanding, doubts persist within Baloch society about the Pakistan government's intentions. Significant Baloch nationalist parties and leaders have rejected the package, claiming it does not adequately address core grievances or genuinely enable greater provincial autonomy . . . . However, Baloch nationalists are highly splintered, and it is unclear how much influence Baloch political leaders now exert over militant groups."). 103 Id. at 12. 104 See ANATOL LIEVEN, PAKISTAN: A HARD COUNTRY 343 (Public Affairs 2011) (describing how reforms were not "nearly enough" for Baloch nationalists, but were appealing to moderate Baloch).
activist Peter Tatchell, 106 a widely-regarded British human rights advocate, progressive, and member of the Green Party. 107 Tatchell founded the Peter Tatchell Foundation, which "seeks to promote and protect the human rights of individuals, communities, and nations, in the UK and internationally, in accordance with established national and international human rights law." 108 Tatchell has been involved in many successful self-determination movements, including in Zimbabwe, Angola, South Africa, and Timor-Leste. 109 From 2010 to 2013, Tatchell and a group of Baloch national activists worked together on a draft road map for peace and selfdetermination for Balochistan. 110 In a February 2013 address before a conference of the Unrepresented Nations & Peoples Organization, 111 Tatchell outlined a six-point road map for peace and self-determination, a draft "Baloch Freedom Charter," to serve as a "starting point for a united front for Baloch emancipation." 112 These six-points include the following: A key goal was to replicate the powerful message of nonviolence in the face of oppression exhibited by the Tibetan people and championed by the 14th Dalai Lama. The UNPO was formally founded in 1991 at the Peace Palace in The Hague, by representatives of movements belonging to Australian Aboriginals, Armenia, Crimean Tatars, Cordillera, East Timor, East Turkestan, Estonia, Georgia, the Greek Minority in Albania, Kurdistan, Latvia, Palau, Tibet, Taiwan, Tatarstan and West Papua. Since then, UNPO's membership has also grown steadily from its original fifteen founders, representing now more than 40 Members worldwide, with many former members have achieved their movement's goals and found a formal seat for their people at the national or international level.").
Release of all political prisoners and accounting for all disappeared persons;
3. Allowing the news media, aid agencies, and human rights organizations access to Balochistan; 4. Allowing displaced refugees to return to Balochistan, their properties restored, and compensation received for all losses sustained by the conflict;
5. The ending of the "population transfer" of non-Baloch settlers into Balochistan; and 6. Allowing a UN-supervised referendum on the question of Baloch self-determination to occur. 113 In his remarks, Tatchell noted that the movement for selfdetermination for Balochistan faces three major challenges. First, Tatchell made a call for unity within the Baloch national movement to create a united national front. 114 Tatchell also observed that the Baloch movement had very little participation by women and that the success of the movement requires the empowerment of women. 115 Finally, it was also an obstacle to self-determination that no comprehensive peace and self-determination plan had been developed. 116 The Baloch Freedom Charter was intended to be a starting point to unite all the Baloch political parties around commonly agreed key principles. 117 Four years later, in May 2017, Tatchell spoke on Balochistan again before the European Parliament in Brussels, Belgium at a conference hosted by the Unrepresented Nations and Peoples Organization. 118 In addition to reemphasizing the six key points of the Balochistan Freedom Charter announced in 2013, Tatchell added the following six principles, which could serve as fundamental principles of an independent Balochistan:
1. Social justice, equality, and human rights for all people in Balochistan; 113 Id. at 2-3. 114 Id. at 4. 115 Id. 116 Id. 117 Id. at 6. 118 
Land reform;
3. Redistribution of wealth in Balochistan; 4. A secular state; 5. Democratic freedoms, free multi-party elections, the freedom of speech and press, and the protection of the right to protest; and 6. The establishment of a UN Commission of Inquiry to investigate cases of disappeared persons and victims of torture, extrajudicial killings, and cases of detention without trial. In addition, the establishment of a UN Special Tribunal for Balochistan to investigate potential crimes against humanity, as well as war crimes. 119 Tatchell has continued to vigorously advocate for Baloch selfdetermination. In November 2017, he was a strong supporter of the World Baloch Organization's effort to place messages on buses in London, such as "Free Balochistan," "Save the Baloch People," and "Stop Enforced Disappearances," to raise awareness of Balochistan. 120
C. The United States Congress and H. Con. Res. 104
No member of Congress has appeared to have advocated more for Balochistan's self-determination than Republican Congressman Dana Rohrabacher of California. Balochistan garnered increased congressional attention in early 2012 with a hearing called by Congressman Rohrabacher before the Oversight and Investigations Subcommittee of the United States House of Representatives Foreign Affairs Committee. 121 In his opening statement, Congressman Rohrabacher alleged that the Pakistani government had, to that point, "refused to concede any legitimacy to Baluch nationalism or to engage the Baluch leadership in serious negotiations" and that the Pakistani government's response to Baluch nationalism had "been based on brute force, including extrajudicial killings." 122 The Subcommittee received testimony from several witnesses, three of whom testified to the numerous human rights abuses occurring in Balochistan. 123 Several days following the February 8, 2012 congressional hearing on Balochistan, Congressman Rohrabacher introduced H. Con. Res. 104 on February 17, 2012 in the United States House of Representatives, which would express the belief of Congress that Balochistan has the right to self-determination. 124 The resolution referred to a "plunder of [Balochistan's] vast natural wealth" and noted that "it is the policy of the United States to oppose aggression and the violation of human rights inherent in the subjugation of national groups as currently being shown in Iran and Pakistan against the aspirations of the Baluch people." 125 Finally, the resolution concluded that the people of Balochistan "have the right to self-determination and to their own sovereign country and they should be afforded the opportunity to choose their own status among the community of nations, and to live in peace and harmony, without external coercion." 126 The legislation was co-sponsored by two of the most conservative members of the United States House of Representatives, Congressman Louie Gohmert of Texas 127 and Congressman Steve King of Iowa. 128 While the legislation was introduced in the U.S. House of Representatives, and referred to the Subcommittee on Middle East and South Asia of the U.S. House of Representatives Foreign Affairs Committee, it never made it out of the Subcommittee. 129 No companion legislation was ever introduced in the Senate, and in subsequent Congresses (113th Congress, 114th Congress, and 115th Congress), the measure has not been reintroduced.
Several members of the United States House of Representatives have expressed support for Balochistan's self-determination in speeches on the floor of the U.S. House of Representatives in recent Congresses. Congressman Rohrabacher has expressed support in remarks on September 21, 2012, 130 and Congressman Gohmert expressed support in remarks on February 27, 2012 131 and January 29, 2014. 132 During the February 8, 2012 congressional hearing, Republican Congressman Ted Poe of Texas also mentioned his support for self-determination. 133 The conservative members of Congress who have supported Balochistan's self-determination expressed a number of reasons. While human rights in Balochistan has been cited by Congressman Rohrabacher, 134 as well as Congressman Gohmert, 135 geopolitical concerns in the region have also been cited to support an independent Balochistan. Congressman Gohmert noted reports that supplies to the Taliban in Afghanistan were being transported through Balochistan from Pakistan. 136 Congressman Gohmert also noted that an independent Balochistan may help cut off supplies to the Taliban. 137 Eddie Walsh, a senior foreign correspondent, has observed that Congressmen Rohrabacher and Gohmert generally support an alternative foreign policy approach in southwest Asia by advocating for the interests of the National Front of Afghanistan in Afghanistan 138 and the Baloch in Balochistan over the sovereign interests of Afghanistan and Pakistan. 139 In essence, the argument is that an independent Balochistan would serve United States foreign policy interests in the ongoing conflict with the Taliban that has lasted approximately seventeen years. 140 Walsh has also noted that the congressional effort for self-determination for Balochistan is linked with sentiment critical of Pakistan, and that another strong rationale for support could be that an independent Balochistan would place a check on China's influence with the Gwadar port and Iran's influence in the Strait of Hormuz. 141
D. U.S. Foreign Policy and Balochistan
The United States Department of State has expressed concerns over human rights abuses in Balochistan. In its most recent report on human rights in Pakistan in 2017, the Department of State noted that there were numerous reports of arbitrary or unlawful killings and abductions in Balochistan. 142 This same report also stated that journalists, teachers, students, and human rights activists were targeted in Balochistan. 143 Although there are numerous human rights abuses in Balochistan, the United States government has remained adamant in its opposition to self-determination for Balochistan. The topic of self-determination for Balochistan was addressed specifically in a September 2016 news briefing at the United States Department of State. 144 In that briefing, State Department spokesman Admiral John Kirby expressly mentioned that the policy of the United States was to support the territorial integrity of Pakistan and oppose independence for Balochistan. 145 While this statement was made during the Obama Administration, as of this date, the Trump Administration has not expressed any major change in United States foreign policy with regard to self-determination for Balochistan.
E. International Law, Self-Determination and Balochistan
With the advocacy of Baloch nationalists, including Peter Tatchell, and several members of Congress, the question of selfdetermination for Balochistan remains a prominent issue in international law. In the wake of the Quebec Case and the Kosovo Advisory Opinion, there are several robust arguments to be made for Baloch self-determination given the history of Balochistan, the current human rights situation in the region, and Pakistan's relationship with Balochistan.
Self-Determination as a Remedial Right Due to
Human Rights Violations Under the remedial right theory of secession, 146 there is purportedly a right to secede in cases where other rights have been violated. 147 This right would arise in certain situations, including where there are "large-scale and constant violations of basic human rights." 148 Several academic commentators have remarked "that the human rights situation in Balochistan is fairly grave [and] cannot be denied by any impartial observer." 149 While the remedial right theory provides a strong moral justification for the right to selfdetermination, 150 it should be noted that the theory has a major shortcoming in that it has not been fully established as a principle in international law.
However, with the widespread targeting of human rights 146 See, e.g., Simon, supra note 8, at 143 (2011) ("The Remedial Model goes beyond proposing merely a liberty right to secede, which focuses on whether the right should be permitted. Instead, the Remedial Model invokes a stronger, moral right to secede, which, unlike a liberty right, places obligations on others not to interfere with the secession process."); see also id. at 145 ("Secession rights are remedial rights invoked by a group under limited conditions to rectify harms; they are not rights that apply to all citizens in general."). The origin of the remedial theory is from philosopher Allen Buchanan. See Allen Buchanan, Self-Determination, Secession, and the Rule of Law, THE MORALITY OF NATIONALISM 301-323 (Robert McKim & Jeff McMahan, eds., 1997) ("The approach I began to develop there construes the right to secede as a remedial right . . . as a remedy of last resort for serious injustices."). For further discussion of the remedial theory, see also Steven R. Fisher, Towards "Never Again": Searching for a Right to Remedial Secession Under Extant International Law, 22 BUFF. HUM. RTS. L. REV. 261, 266 (2015-2016) ("Secession for this purpose, correcting human rights violations, has been termed remedial secession . . . and will be the specific focus of this Article."); Lea Brilmayer, Secession and the Two Types of Territorial Claims, 21 ILSA J. INT'L & COMP. L. 325, 326-27 (2015) (providing a brief definition of the remedial theory and how it differs from a competing theory); Meller, supra note 16, at 846-47 (2012) (illustrating remedial succession and some issues it has faced as a theory). 147 See KARMANYE THADANI, MOHAMMAD IRFAN SOHAIL & DEVENDER DHYANI, THE RIGHT TO SELF-DETERMINATION OF PAKISTAN'S BALOCH: CAN BALOCHISTAN GO THE KOSOVO WAY? 40 (Lambert Academic Publishing 2013) ("Remedial rights theories analogize the right to secede to the right to revolution, understanding it as a right that a group comes to have only as a result of violations of other rights . . . The right to unilateral secession thus derivate upon the violation of other, more basic rights."). 148 Id. at 41. 149 Id. at 47. 150 See Simon, supra note 8, at 143 ("The Remedial Model goes beyond proposing merely a liberty right to secede . . . the Remedial Model invokes a stronger, moral right to secede.").
activists and political activists in Balochistan, and extensive documented instances of extrajudicial killings, disappearances, and torture, 151 the moral argument for self-determination for Balochistan to promote and uphold human rights is a salient one. Perhaps Balochistan's strongest argument for self-determination is the positive impact that independence could have on the protection of human rights. It is significant that the United States Department of State, which has followed a policy of opposing self-determination for Balochistan, has acknowledged that there is a "culture of impunity" among perpetrators of human rights abuses in Balochistan and that a "lack of accountability" exists in Balochistan. 152 Furthermore, and perhaps most significantly, the same 2017 report on human rights practices in Pakistan notes that a "culture of lawlessness" exists in Balochistan. 153 As a remedial measure, self-determination arguably has a very strong rationale in situations not only where large scale and widespread human rights violations occur, but where they are coupled by a lack of accountability as well. Arguably, Balochistan falls within this category, and an independent Balochistan with governance by the Balochi people may reduce the severity of the human rights violations in the region that have allegedly occurred by both the Pakistani security forces, as well as militant Baloch nationalists.
Within the past several years, there has been a disturbing development in that the Islamic State ("ISIS") 154 has appeared to increase its attacks in Balochistan. 155 In July 2018, Siraj Raisani, a prominent Pakistani politician, was assassinated in a suicide bombing in Balochistan prior to the 2018 elections in Pakistan. 156 151 See generally, Baluchistan Hearings, supra note 56. 152 See U.S. Dep't of State, Bureau of Democracy, H.R. and Lab., supra note 87, at 1 ("There was a lack of government accountability, and abuses often went unpunished, fostering a culture of impunity among the perpetrators, whether official or unofficial."). 153 Id. at 2. 154 ISIS claimed responsibility for the attack. 157 Malik Siraj Akbar, a journalist, contends that Pakistan's strategy in recent years of utilizing more extreme Islamist groups to battle Baloch separatists has led to a situation where ISIS militants have emerged to destabilize the region and Pakistan. 158 Akbar further opined that the Pakistani military appears to "be deluded that they can use and control these groups." 159 An independent Balochistan, strengthened by independence and external support, can stand as a bulwark against ISIS to better protect the human rights of the Baloch people.
Self-Determination as a "Last Resort" Due to Lack of
Meaningful Access to Government As indicated in the Quebec Case, a right to secession exists in cases where a people are denied their right to internal selfdetermination and "meaningful access to government." 160 As the Supreme Court of Canada noted in the Quebec Case, the sharing of a common language and culture are two significant characteristics which are common among a "people" for purposes of international law. 161 With the case of Balochistan, as discussed above, there is a unique Balochi language and the Baloch people have a longstanding unique cultural history. Thus, the Baloch people arguably qualify as a "people" for purposes of international law.
A strong argument for Baloch self-determination is that the population of Balochistan is arbitrarily and capriciously being denied a fair distribution of the province's resources, particularly with the CPEC alliance. As Congressman Ted Poe remarked in 2012, "[t]he Baluch people have the resources to take care of themselves, but the government of Pakistan takes the resources and either puts tight constraints on the profit that goes back to the Baluchs or gives the profit away to its friends." 162 the Sindh province, which received $1.65 per thousand cubic feet. 163 The CPEC is also a major concern to the Baloch, as Pakistan and China are set to receive a major financial windfall from the corridor. 164 The province of Balochistan is set only to receive 0.5 percent of the profits from CPEC. 165 Of revenues which will arise from the Gwadar port, 91 percent are contracted to go to the Chinese government, 9 percent to the Pakistani government, and nothing to the Balochistan provincial government. 166 The "meaningful access to government" part of the Quebec Case's test for internal self-determination requires an inquiry to determine whether a people can obtain representation in governmental institutions. 167 Pakistan has two parliamentary bodies, the National Assembly of Pakistan and the Senate. 168 The National Assembly is the more powerful of the two houses. 169 Balochistan has only seventeen seats out of 342 seats in the National Assembly, 170 which provides Baloch interests a minimal voice in Pakistan's parliamentary process. 171 In the Quebec Case, the Supreme Court of Canada noted that it could not be plausibly denied that the people of Quebec had access to government. 172 The Supreme Court of Canada stated:
Quebecers occupy prominent positions within the government of Canada. Residents of the province freely make political choices and pursue economic, social and cultural development within Quebec, across Canada, and throughout the world. The population of Quebec is equitably represented in legislative, executive, and judicial institutions. In short, to reflect the phraseology of the international documents that address the right to selfdetermination of peoples, Canada is a "sovereign and independent state conducting itself in compliance with the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples and thus possessed of a government representing the whole people belonging to the territory without distinction." 173
In contrast to the Quebec Case, the Baloch people have very limited representation in Pakistan's government and are receiving limited government benefits. 174 In fact, Balochistan is arguably "denied the use of its own resources." 175 The essential exclusion of Balochistan from any proceeds of the Gwadar port, miniscule financial interest in the CPEC alliance, and severely limited representation in Pakistan's parliament creates a compelling argument that the current situation in Balochistan meets the Quebec Case's definition of a people being denied internal means of self-determination due to a lack of meaningful access to government.
F. An Opportunity for Conservative and Progressive
Bipartisan Support for Self-Determination for Balochistan? The advocacy for Balochistan's self-determination of progressive human rights campaigner Peter Tatchell and some of the most conservative members of the United States Congress opens up the possibility of an opportunity for a bipartisan coalition to develop. Walsh has remarked that the issue of human rights in Balochistan may be a "powerful advocacy tool" to support the movement for self-determination. 176 Support for increased protections for human rights in Balochistan may perhaps be the most compelling argument for self-determination, and it likely will have broad-based appeal to both conservatives and progressives.
However, Balochistan's strongest ally in Congress, Dana Rohrabacher, was defeated in the 2018 midterm congressional elections. 177 Congressman Ted Poe, who also took interest in Balochistan, retired. 178 The absence of Rohrabacher's presence in the 116th Congress will be difficult for the visibility of the movement to support self-determination in Balochistan. Yet, two outspoken advocates for self-determination, Republicans Louie Gohmert 179 and Steve King, 180 are returning to the 116th Congress. Democratic Congressman Brian Higgins, who has not specifically endorsed self-determination for Balochistan but has shown some interest in the movement, is returning to the 116th Congress. 181 In February 2013, Congressman Higgins attended a forum sponsored by the Unrepresented Nations and Peoples Organization on the future of Balochistan at the Royal Society in London. 182 However, he was not a co-sponsor of H. Con. Res. 104. 183 As the 116th Congress is underway, the issue of selfdetermination for Balochistan is one that both conservatives and progressives can examine together to work toward the promotion of human rights. Despite the partisanship in Washington, vocal advocacy for human rights crosses party lines. The 2012 congressional hearing on Balochistan conveyed that the Republican and Democratic members of Congress who spoke during the hearing mentioned human rights concerns. 184 Although outside of the United States, the advocacy work of the Green Party's Peter Tatchell shows that progressives, as well as conservatives, can both be vocal in support of Balochistan. 185 In fact, Tatchell, an ardent progressive, and Congressman Rohrabacher, an ardent conservative, spoke at the same forum on Balochistan sponsored by the Unrepresented Nations and Peoples Organization in 2013. 186 The common ground in promoting human rights and the dignity and worth of every individual provides an opportunity for both Republicans and Democrats, conservatives as well as liberals, to work together on Balochistan and to at least address the issue of improving human rights in the region and the various arguments concerning self-determination in policy debates.
In recent months, Balochistan has continued to receive international media attention. Protests in London have drawn attention to the alleged abduction of women and children by the Pakistani military 187 and protests in Quetta have been held against enforced disappearances. 188 The issue of self-determination is not completely lost in recent policy discussions. 189
V. Conclusion
With the 2020 elections approaching, the political atmosphere within the United States remains highly polarized. 190 In the realm of foreign policy, immigration and migration from Mexico and other countries garner much attention from policymakers. 191 Unfortunately, the situation in Balochistan generally does not receive as much attention, despite the presence of several robust arguments under international legal principles to support selfdetermination for Balochistan.
With the 2020 presidential campaign underway, bipartisanship in the United States Congress may be difficult to generate. However, U.S. policy with regards to Balochistan is an area where both conservatives and progressives can align together and place politics aside to promote human rights and the dignity and worth of every human being. By engaging in policy debates concerning the possibility of self-determination for Balochistan, conservatives and progressives can work together to promote human rights in Balochistan, the surrounding region, and throughout the world. 
